_—  —  —— — 


—_ 


—_—. 


Gmm_— 


ce. 


—— 


— 


DEFEATED: 
| 


OR, A 


RKERMRLTLY 
TO 
A Late Scurrilous Pamphler 


Vented againſt the 
Lord Biſhop of Worcefter's Letter , 


Whereby he Vindicated himſelf from 
Mr. BAXTER'S Milreports. 


| 


\ 


—_—_ 


By S. H. 


_— 


(ui bene audire velit, loquatur bene. 
Sen. 


— —_— 


LONDON: 


Printed for R. Royſton, at the Angel in Iwy-lane, 
M. DC. LXIL.” 


—_—_ 


the READER, 
Coureous Reader, 
; Hink nat that I have preſum'd to defend his 

Loraſhip's Letter, or arrogated to my ſelf 
S& the ſupport of his Epiſtolary treatiſe, Ne, 
® 7 know his Merits to be out of the reach of 
Detradion , his Perſon beyond the venom of the moſt 
maligning Spleen ;, and his Lettey to tranſcend all rati- 
onal Exception, My deſign therefore is,to ſtop the mouth 
of this nnmanner'd Coridon ; whoſe Drift is 10 build 

imſelf «4 Name in the Slander of Grandes, and tobe- 
come notorieus by expoſing deſerts to the malice and 
miſprizion of ajefete Perſons. 

There are, I know, many inconveniences that might 
have ſcar'd me from the enterprize, I am not unac- 
quainted with the Epidemical fate of thoſe who have 
ingag'd imo Controverſies , in that they common- 
ly encounter an unhappy Dilemma ; for npon any 
( thaugh never ſo inconſiderable an) Anſwer, they 
muſt ether gratifie their Adverſary by a reſolved 
Silence , or elſe ſweat in the invincible Cacoethes 
of a frequent Reply, Beſides this, to affrighten me, 
there was a Bear in the way : for the Ferſon ( « 
gainſt whom 1 have rays'd the weapens ) hath in- 
curr dam honourable: Scandal in the mouths of ſame, 
who have reputed him a Make-bate Feſuite 5 Bur this 
difficulty I vanquiſbed in a ſhort and eaſie meditation, 
for ( alihough I knew he might eaſily be induc'd1o make 
46 virulent a Diſcovery of his Malice, yet) I could ne- 
ver be tempted to believe that a Feſuite would ever 
have befriended us with Hom ample diſcloſure - 
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his ignorance. And indeed this was the ground on whith 
1 overcame one of the forementioned Premunire's of the 
Preſs, not dreading even the quotidian iteration of his 


Reply whoſe indiſcretion ſufficiently ſatisfy d me of my 


Security. So that the excearagement mane ated 
me 10 the cloſure with BE, (for that is all the etr-moark 
we bave of him) lies obviews and viſible, But yet 
(Gentle Reader) the Suit that ſent me tothy Courteſie, 
remans ſtill undiſcovered. 

Deſiring thee therefore 18 know, that 1 have dealt 
more fairly with his, than he with his Lordſhips Let- 
ter, not ſnapping at a few —_ Particulars z but re- 
plying to the moſt conſidera __ thereof) I muſt fore- 
ſtall thy further view with adouble _— (1) That 
I may be excaſedin that I have rebandied language of 
his own Complexion upon him ; finding n0 unſutable- 
neſs in that advice, viz, Anſwer a fool according to 
his folly, &'c. (2) That I may be diſpens'd within that 
IT have not made it my buſineſs ſo much to entertain thee 
with demonſtrative Arguments,in behalf of thoſe things 
which D.E. ſcruples ; as by ſatisfattory Anſwers to in- 
form thee of the invalidity of his exceptions, Since 1 
thought it the ſtrongeſt probation of thoſe aſſertions, at 
which he carps, to expoſe to thy view the vanity and 
emptineſs of his Allegations againſt them, Moreover,1 
ſhould probably have wroaght him into ſome partial 
conceit of himſelf, bad 1 anſwer d his Pamphlet witha 
Folume, However , waive not the reading of theſe few 
leaves out of any deſpondency of ſatisfatition, till thy 
peruſing eye ſhall acquaint thee with the Contents, 


'Thine, &c. 
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A Late Scurrilous Pamphlet 
: Vented againlt the 


Lord Biſhopof WORCESTER, &c. 


Am (ſaith D. E.) tothank, you for the laſt piece of 
Divertiſement you gave me in ſending the Biſhop 
of Worcelie:*s Letter. Tne Spleen of Demecrs- 
24 Was nothing tothe humour of this fellow, 
_ His life (ro whom ſuch ſolid matrers were buc 
Divertiſements) was ſure very Jocular ; and the merry 
remper of other Nacurals, falls much beneath it. Bot he 
proceeds.: And 1 wiſh you Would have let me enjoy'd the 
ſatisfation I took, in reading it without engaging me #0 give 
you my ſenſe upon it. Senſedid he call ic ? Iever thought 
Senſe to have been a little more of kin to Reaſon. BurIam 
ready to gratifie him ſo far, as to father the miſtake on the 
Printers and co ſuppoſe it ſhould have. been Nox-ſen/e. Bur 

A3 ſenſe 


D. E. Defeated ; or, A Reply. - 


ſenſe leric be ; andler him give his Partonghis; his ſenſe ; 
I think he was ſo. generous 10 giving. ity-that he-improw- 
 dently refere/dnone at all for himſelf, Bur be annexcyh, 
Foy beſides my untsliingne/s. 19 engage in: 4: yerſanal: quarnely 
T think.it will not be very ſafe medling With ſo angiy' aniad- 
verſary. Never fear it Man! Never fear-it | Srarabees 
contemunnt Aquile- Think nor that he will adopt co bim- 
ſelf ſo much unquietneſs as to deam of you, What though 
he be, a Mun of worth and eminence ? yet, his Gravity 
will not d ſpenſe with his entertaining fools in his 
thoughts, or encouraging a red Cap With notice and ob- 
ſervation, Next, D, E. reſolves to ſpeak, nothing but truth 
in the Charater be intends to give him» and it u briefly 
thy That in fe\ver leaves he never read mure paſſion. 
Spetatum admifjt riſum teneatu f I thought his ſenſe would 
come to this anon. He precends co give us a Character 
of the Biſhop, and herells us the Contents of his Book. 
His preceding words promiſe an appofite Deſcription of 
his Lordſhips perſon » and his next ſylfables acquaint us 
with nothing at all co the purpoſe, bur only, that 5n fewer 
leaves D. E. never read more paſſion. Well, for once then let 
me preſent the Reader with a CharaRer of the Biſbop ; and 
'tis briefly this, That D.F. is an arrane Afle, Both de- 
ſcriptions are alike to the purpoſe, Bur he tells us, that 
the Biſhops book 1s full of paſſion ; And is therenort in our 
Authors Reply , a thouland c1mes more of Malice and 
Rankour (I dare not ſay, Paſſion ; for that's ſoly incident to 
rational creatures ) ? But, che Biſhops paſſion ts ſo predomi- 
nant, that his diſorderly and abrupt ſtile doth altogether par- 
rake of it, He accuſes a yle compog'd of Gravity, as 
blended with abruption and bitterneſs, whereas his par- 
rakes of either (the laſt eſpecially) in a far more intenſe 
degree. *Twas an Errata ſure in the Satyriſt, Dum vi- 
tant ftults t5tia, in contrariacurrunt. For here's one or'e 

and ears ip Rayllery, whileft he not only pretends 
to eſchew ir, bur bath the face even rodeclare againk ir. 
Next we are informed, that the Bifbops beſt way. will be to 
ges bu heat miſtaken for zeal ; for elſe it may juſtly be ac- 
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to late Scurrilous Pempblet Bc. *'F 
couvntid ſomenltar of a worſe nante » and vbich in the Dog-dayer 
will be very peed Though D. E, belies SL 
Biſhop's Lerrer #s ſayouring of hear ; yer Fme \fare viefac - | 
| from abuſeor feandal , to pronounce the quinreflence of : 
|; D.,E,;-his Pamphler, yapour and ſmoak, Burmay we not 
juſtly admire how our Pamphlerer came acquainted with 
the danger of the Dog-dayes, orthe influence of a Stat ? 
upleſs pethaps by barking agamft che Moon, to which 
cuflom he hath not /yec bad adieu. If I might be of his 
Counſel, Tſhould adviſe him) as his beſt courſe, nor to pre- 
trend to- Aftronomy, whom a Cadgel doth better become 
than a 7aceb's ftaffe 


Our' Replicant makes no long abode on-the contro- 
verted Queftion, either becauſe he did not well under- 
ſtand the Srate, and was loath to diſplay his igno- 
rance: Or elſe, becauſe he could not fo a plauhble 
occaſion to yemt that Rencour , from the exnberant ſup- 
plies of which , he hath borrowed/a Ninefold Excep- 
tion againſt ſome particular occurrences' in the 'Lord 

; Biſhop's Letrer , where he ſuppos'd himſelf capable of 
faſtening, Indeed he would perſwade ns, that 'rwas his 
inclination to Favory the Biſhop, made bim waive the 
main Diſpute. But chanks be to his 7gworexce, 'racher 
than his Clemency. 'However, though I cannor'believe bim, 
= I will not Rand to queſtion him, but wait.upon him in 

1s Exceptions, 
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reciprocal alliance berween' Kings" and \Biſhops, in 
roverb 6, BO Fw IN 6) « Neicher 
thipking F to contibre Wore or ting te the Twb- 
hence of the King's Anthority,. Bur-we-tauſt defve Him 


ro. 


HE takes much in dudgeon that Aﬀeveration of the 
athe 1 
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D . E. Defeated oP [LI / Reply d? 
to be informed, that chis Gohzrenge doyly,(alchough. 
ſomething), y8r:). var. .fo much reſulc..fram, avy.poſnge,, 
reſpe& in: themfelyes; | as; from-chat. ancpobRendy which: 
is .berween any other Ecclefialtical; Goyernmene, and: 
Kingſvip. For either -we mult ſuppoſe'an zqualiry, of 
Degrees amonglt Eccletiaſtical Perſons; or elſe the prz- 
eminence and {upetiority of Zay-E/gers, ( tor Iknow no 
ather -Ecclefiallick; tare wheceunto any have inclined ) 
now what a-diametrical antipathy and oppoſition either 
of theſe two Conditions bear to a Regall Supremacy, is 
eafily demonlirated, For, as to the ficit, ſhould we ſup- 
poſe all Church-perſons, or Miniſters, empowr'd with 
equal authoriry, that indiſtinction would redound no 
lefle ro his Majelty's diſadyantage in Spirituals, ( eyery 
man beivg in a poſture to broach his own opinion, or 
promote another's faftion) than che Confuſion of a ſecu- 
lar power in Leveldom, would endammage the Kings 
Temporal Domination, Or , ſecondly, Were we under the 
py-ball'd, diſpoſing of Laicks ; how could.chey (according 
rothe exaction. of their duty ) deyote themſelves to the 
Churches benefit? Since -their double Intereſts would 
oblige them to diſtraftion, and a damnable Neurralic 
that would juſtifie Zr9/mus his Anomalous ſtate of be- 
ing. Which, how far ic would impair the Churches hap- 
pine(s »-2nd- conſequently plunder one ballance of the 
Kings Soveraignty. (whoſe Ecclelialtical and Temporal 
State muſt counterpoiſe each other, that the Crown 
ſtand even ) I leaye to the judgement of any rational 

But to inquire into our Animadverter's Reaſons that 
prompted him ro'ithe diſsvowing ! of any ſuch relz- 
tion. 

r.. Saith he, : Kings flowriſbed in al parts of the World, 
before Biſhops Were ever: heard of, ' And there, can no reaſon be 
Gitiens Why What hath. once betw» 94g net With the /ane. terms 
of Copanience by :again.! AS.tothe firtt aflezzion t (w;z that 
.the Aptiquity of Kings doth far. ſurpaſiethat of Biſhops) 
I muſt needs-acknowledge it the-rrueſt. pGpoficion in all 
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the Pamphlec; For pore can be ignorant that Niume the 
firſt 'F{yp11n Monarch flonriſh't without the leaſt ſupport 
of a Biſhop. We know that Zorogſtres Magn) fir King of 
the Baftrians, and the fiſt wricer that Hiltory preſents unto 
v5, neither had Biſhops 1n his Kiogdom, nor yer ever men- 
tioned fuch a Name in thoſe books he legacy'd ro poſte- 
rity. Neither do we read that (aſi Cyrms, Darins, Phi- 
lip of Macredons or his Son Alexander, made uſe of Biſhope, 
So that had D. E, left us nothing partaking more of faltty 
thanthis Poſition, I ſhould never have queſtioned him, 
Bur yer when all this is proconfeſſo, I wonder by what Infe- 
rence and deduftion, he couldrell us that we may with the 
ſame 'terms of convenience admit the ſame poſture of Govern- 
ment again? For (1) What though he ſhould cell us, that 
the Mogul, Prefter Fuhny or the Great Cham of T artary, do 
ro this day prEſerye their Magnihcence, without the leaſt 
concurrence of an Epiſcopal Juriſdition ? Doth it there- 
fore follow, that a Chriſtian King may? They may alſo 
ſub(iſt without a Church, yea and do; bur, is there the ſame 
Convenience for a King in Chriſtendeomy ſo todo? Where 
there is no Eccleſiaſtich, State, cannot be expeted Eccleſi- 
aſtick, Government, But where a Kipgs Prerogative hath 
a double aſpe& (rowards Spirituals, and rowards Tempo- 
rals) there is required ſome juri(dictionin either ; to which, 
States of a Contrary cenlticution can neither preſcribe 
Names nor Methed. Their Regimen without Biſhops, doth 
not at all involve any poſhbilicy of the ſame among us. 
(2) What chough D.E. could(alrhough he never can) prove, 
that even Chriſtian Kings have flouriſhed without Bi- 
ſhops? Yerzdoth it follow that England (for the Proverb 
was. neitherderived from, nor is extended to, exotick Na- 
tions) may with the ſawe facility diſpence with the pri- 
vation of them 2 Why ſhould the Sequel be good ? Why 
ſhould other people become a neceſſary preſident to us ? 
Or, why ſhould our Capacities be meaſured by their Diſci- 
pline > Since our humours. are of another cotmtenance z 
and ( for the ſecurity of his Majeſty) may require a Go- 
yernment partakivg ſomewhat - 1weularity in Chorch 

as 


D, E. Defeated; or, A Reply 
as well as diftin& froth others in State, Or (3), Should we 
ſiPpoſe (tor ,demonſtrationu gratia, We ray fuppoſe 2J7ram 
and immpoſlibles) even iti England a Power called K;ng- 
ip withour Biſhops; yet the veracity #f the Maxim 
( Ns Biſhip, nm King ) would and firm and unſhakey, For 
the Authority of a King, ( 28 2 King) is unconfin'd and 
abſolure, without the leaſt Apocope, murilation, or re. 
ſiriftion of Command, And a King is not yynng;, or natu- 
rally call'd a Kivg, when his luſtre is eclips'd in the 
derogating from his Soveraignty. So that, I ſay, althovgh 
we ſhould ſuppoſe a Monarchical Goyernwent, preren- 
ding to the name of Kingſhip, to be deſticnte of Biſhops ; 
yet it would not follow, that it would ſhine in its due 
. ſplendour { and conſequently be Ki»g/hip properly ſo 
rermed) without them. For the other rwo Eccleſiaſtick 
States (which ſome have dream'd of) woulg (as I ſaid be- 
fore} if nor rvine; yer, diminiſh his Myeſties Authority , 
and make his King/ſhip and Regal Power dwindle into 
ſomething of a more inconfiderable name. So that, with- 
out his Biſhops, he would not be a King properly ſo cal- 
led, We have ſeen that groſle Nen-[equitar of D. EF. viz, 
Kings bave flouriſhed Without Biſhops ; ergo) they may ſtill, 
Bur this is only the firſt of his Reaſons which made 
him Scruple che mutual Relation of Kings and Bi. 
ſhops, 
| S Saith D. F. Biſhops, as they are by law Eſtabliſhed in 
England, ave purely the K inge ſubordinate Miniſters, in the 
Management of Eccleſiaſtical affairr; Which his Majeſty may 
confer upon what order of men he pleaſeth; rhyugh as much 
lay-perſons Ks you aud I. Hences he concludes thar there 
is no neceſlity of ſuch a mutual reſpeRt Berween Kings 
and Biſhops, Whether our Pamphlerer be a Laick or no ? 
I lift nothereto enquire, ow his Tenorance beſpeaks 
himto be ſomewhat worſe. en he wrote this, he did 
it-in fo great fimpliciry, that his left hand knew not what 
his right handdid. For the queſtion is not, Whether his 
Majeſty may invelt a Laick with Ecclefiaſtick dignities and 
promotions ? but, Whether he may do it without derri- 
ment 
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ment to bus Kingdom, and the unayoydable ruines of a 
Glorious Church, without which his Kingſhip would be 
atanebb? We do not fo fatr decradt from his Majeſty's 
Power, as to ayow that he cannot tubſticute Mechanicks' 
ip Church-diſcipline ; But we lay, that if He ſhould do it, 
ic wouldnor 2 lutle tend to the diiadyantage prejudice, 
yea, \ubverhon of his Kipgly Power. And whence then 
doth D.. E. conclude the nullicy of that coherence be- 
eween Kings, aud Biſbops ? There is a difference between 
the Kings doing a thing, and his doing ic with ſafety. The 
King nay infripge the connexion betwixt him and Bi- 
ſhops, by his diſcarding them ; Bur he cannot maintain 
his Regal Authority ip ({uch a diſ-uvion. Hence then, 'cis 
abſolucely falſe,and nothing deductive from his premiſles, 
which D. E. infers, viz. Thet "ti very injurious to the 
King's anthority to averr that he could not ctherwiſe upbold 
himſelf > than by preſerving the undue» and (a4 ſome think ) 
Antichriſtian ,prelation of bis inferiaur officers. Speak out 
man ! Some think quotha? The Manis loath ro accuſe 
himſelf, but preſents ic to us under the frantick conceir of 
his Brechrey. Antichriſtian  Methioks, his own thoughcs 
might have convinc'd him of the fallity of that paſſion; 
and he might bave concluded a Biſhop to have been no 
kin to Antichriſt» {ince then, A Prelate and D, E. would 
have been becrer friends. 

3. He will have vs believe that Biſhops are folittle w/c- 
fal to ſupport the Regal dignity, that none have been greater 
enemves 10 the Kings undeubted Soveraignty than ſame Bi- 
ſrops. Where we may obſerve the weakneis of his Reaſon, 
Some Biſhops have abuſed the Kings crult ; cherefore there 
no reafor why Epi/capacy ih be entail'd 40 King- 
ſoip. The fame reaſpn may be alleadged againlt ſo- 
bility, face ſome Nobles have employ'd thear ts 
and capacnties io the diirattion of the Kingdom and the 
endammaa his Majeky ; hence might we con- 
clude { mechodet 2. hold good), that the King 
may fubfiſt -wmirhour bis: Nobles, Or, what-if we ſhould 
ecriminate, on thoſe Pr who haye ſurmis'd 
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2 Parliament eſſential to the Kingly Goyernment,-and 
rell them that ſome ofthe Parliament have made Treas 
ſon. the deſign of many conſulcations, therefore rhe 
King might and ought to, ſubſiſt wirhout any ſuch Bar- 
terefſes and Appendixes of Domination? Sure, they would 
much grumble at ſuch an Argument, And D, E. wonld 
chink lictle reaſon.in ir. Bur ler us ſee, what ground he had 
ro blemiſh any of the Biſhops, with tyling chem Enemies 
to the Kings undoubred Soveraignty. They are ſo, ſaith he, 
either by their ſcarce warrantable intermedling in 4 vill af- 
faire. Had he but inftanced in ſome of thoſe aftairs ( as 
his malice would eafily have done, had not his ignorance 
countermanded it), I ſhould have known betrer how to 
Reply. For I know no Secular buſineſs wherein any of 
them have, or do Authoritatively concern themſelves, or 
wherewith they do intermingle; unleſs the things be 
ſuch, as, carrying a double nature, have a greater all yance 
with Eccleſiaſtical, than Temporal Conſiderations ; their 
by as direRing cowards the Church-intereſt, And as for 
their medling wich ſuch matcers, I ſee not how D. EF. 
could term chem Unwarrantable, or Prejudicial co. the 
Kings undoubted Sovyeraignty, Burt this is nor qll-the 
reaſon of his abuſing Biſhops, bur the ſecond way whereby 
he deems them the Kings Enemies; is, By their abſurd and 
inſignificant diſtinguiſbing between Civil and Eccleſiaſtical 
Ganſes » whereby they mangle the Kings Authority, leaving 
him mo Supremacy » as to ((hurch-matters, but the Name. 
Whether our Auchor be a firdiſcerner of inſignificant di- 
RinRions, let any judge. Why ſhould the differencing and 
diſcriminating of Cauſes into Civil and Eccleſiaftick, be 
mere abſurd than the diftinguiſhing of perſons into ſuch ? 
Beſides, who ſees not what a Scandalous lie he hath here 
vented? Whith whar face could he fay that the King is al- 
lowed no Soveraignty in Church-affairs, but onty nomi- 
nal, when his Majefty may and doth like, diſapprove, re- 

ulate, determine, ar:d diſpoſe of them, how and when he 

imſelf pleaſerh ? So that (although D. EF. would falſely 


perſwade us the contrary ) the Popes pretenfions are of a 
nature 
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natute contradiſtin to thoſe of our Biſhops; fince his 
Supremacy admits of no- acknowledgment of ſubordina- 
tion. So that, the Pope is no more of kin to our Bi- 
ſhops, than D. EZ. to Truth and 'Honefy, If our Pam. 
phlerer be ſo good art lying, I ſhould ſcarce truſt him this 
dear year, leit he ſhould exerciſe his skill 10 another fa- 
culry, Bur he proceeds: 7f the Bikhop of Worceſter's Rule 
hold good, Crimine ab uno, Diſce omnes, — i.e, 
that all men of a party may be judged by the miſcarriage of 
one» then you may judge by the Biſhop. of Worceller, what 
the reſt drive at. What pains doch D. E. take in an expo- 
firion? He would fain perſwade us that he underſiands 
Litin; when, it may be, he was obliged to the Civility 
of a Rider's Dictionary, As for his retorting that ſen- 
tence — Crimine ab uno» Di/ce emnes — ( urg'd by my 
Lord of Worceſter upon The Presbyterians ) lect me. tell 
him, *cwas done without the. lealt dram of underſtanding, 
For, alchovgh we ſhould grant to D E. that this one B- 
ſhop (though ic can never be proved ) is guilty of Uſur- 
pation , yet the Phraſe cannot with the ſame. reaſon be 
rebandied- on Epiſcopacy through his default., who is 
farre from engrofling the name. of Prelacy; as it was 
objeted firſt againlit the Prezbyterians becauie of the mil. 
demeanour of Mr. Baxter » who pretends to che Monopoly 
of Presbytery, arrogaring to himſelf che ancefignarion and 
repreſertment of all the cet, 


The Vanity. of D. E. his firſt exception is ſufficiently 
rw" Weg I ſhall alſo make bare the inſufficiency of 
reſt, 


9 


D. E. Defeated ; or, 4 Reply 0. 


th —_— — —R_ —_— 


II ExCcEPrT. 


OF Pamphleter takes ir very ill chat the Biſhop 
of Worcefter ſhould call bimſelf« the ſole Paſtor of all the 
Congregations in his Dioceſe. Deeming that ſuch a polition 
mult needs be defended by the Arguments produced in 
behalfe of the Pope's Suprenncy. I wonder, whar'could 
mtroduce into his thoughts ſuch a Conclution?or what could 
ſugge(t that the ſame muſt be the Reaſon for a Biſhops 
ſuperintendency over one patticular Dioceſe, and in ſub- 
ordination ro his Majeſty's command ; and for the Pope 
co aſlame che univerſall command of all chmches, withone 
the acknowledgement of any higher Power to which be 
ſhould ſubmicc? I wonder whence D. ZE, derives ſuch 
dreams , as that there ſhould be a patity of reaſon and 
Convenience , for his Helyneſſe's governing the Church 
by ſuch a populous plurality of Subſticures, as that ir is 
ntrerly impoſſible for him ro make parricular inquiſition 
inco the execation of their funtions ; And for A Bi/bep's 
adopting to himſelfe a limiced number of deputies, whoſe 
more neighbouring deporrments he may with much facilicy 
forvay and derermine of them according to their known 
ations ? What will any man judge bur that” D,'E. his 
witts were at. Rowe all this while ? Bur he informes -us 
That he farbears to urge how contrary this Prattice ts to the 
 Dottrine of the eApeſiles Panl, and Peter (hoping the Biſhop 
will not take it angrily, that he did not call ibem Saints, Since 
that theſe holy men did not need any ſtyle of honour out of the 
the Pope's Kalender The Saints are very little oblig'd to 
the this iievxerent fellows who wifi not give 
them what they deſerve, bur what they need; And their 
Neceſvsities, not their Merits, muſt preſcribe a proporti- 
apta their titles. Bur why do not Bifhops follow the 
Potine of theſe Apoſtles ? Paul: ſaith he, had ſent for the 
Elders of the Church of Epheſuma bidding them feed the Church 
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of God over which (not be himſelfe by. bis. fole authority @s , 
Biſbop of the Dioceſe but) 1he Spinithad made them inargee * 
L ©. Overſeers. And did the Spitir (1 wonder) immed;, « e\ 
wichour any inſtrumentall Cooperation of St. Paw1, make 
them overſeers ? Or doth the Biſhop: now pretend L © make 
Men overſeers withour ay reſpect had ro the Influence of 
the Spicn?Wherein then lies the difference buweenthe B i- 
ſhop's pratile and the Apottles DodGrine ?2O,bur p20 buTugOE- 
and nfowe& with them ſignifie the ſame. Tis true, Some- 
times they did fignitie che ſameg yer. they were oo: all- 
wayes of the Same Excenc, Every one that was eyz&#nG- 
and no more, might in ſome ſenſe be calld zx{oww@- buc 
nOt 2 converſo, Every Biſhop of overſeer could nor be cal{d 
a Presbyrer, and no more, For my part I will not envy the 
term wnowe® to the moſt undeſerving prieſt, in 
it's genuine fignification. Bur withall, I would have D.E. 
know, that a Community of name doth nat alwayes in- 
volve an. indiltinion of dignity, or a parity of degree ; 
Elſe would enquire,why St, Paw{)who was alſo &nirweT) 
did ſo imperioutly ſurnmon the rett ?2:Or what plea Sc. Peter 
could produce for his Commanding the miniliters to feed 


the Flock (as D. E. himſelfe cells us): Which two - 


oCCurrences are ſo far from patronizing our Replicant's 
Aſseverarions, that they utterly defearrhem ; Manifelily 
holdmg forth a. diſparity of eminence and command. I 
would deſire him therefore to be inform'd, that Cuſtom 
is guilty neither of Blaſphemy nor hereſy (the Degrees 
being fill che ſame with thoſe of che Apoſiles) in che re- 
ſtriction of 'the titte. A Scholar (I will-not ſay DE. ) 
knowes that dyſcwaG- formerly 'was a word. equally appro- 
p:iated to men and Spirirsemploy'd in .embaſsies ; \ bur: 
now the eminence of the latter harhengrofi'd-rhe Name, 
eſpecially in it's tranſlations ; as likewiſe theas7” ils - 
neſs of the Biſhops office hath acwacted rhe uſe of che 
rtichde *moxow®@- wy | 16 Wir 
1n the nexc place, weare rold&(co detrat from rhe -EpiC. 
<opal power) that zyhboever feed the flock, are wnder Choiſt 
(# bom the «peſt he terms the Chief-Shepheard) thenext and 


immediate 


2 ——D.E. Defeated; or, 4 Reply. 4 


iuanediate paſtonrs of the flock, though his wits were» gone 
wook-gathering, and now4 have tound then ampagithi | 
flock. inthe taltof bis . Exceptions he is trongly: priyak'd | 
againſt Biſhops; as-derracting from: his Majeſty's Excleſt : | 
#ſtich prerogative: And yer-here, he thinks urno-umpeach- 
ment tothe Kings ſupremacyzto give the mott incom:iders 
able prieſt the upper hand of him in(piticualte, Twas weil 
he diſcovered no more of. his name; than D, Fy e{(ethis 
ſentence might chance to have made his neck crack, 'lince 
it ſayours litche berter than reaſon. For I would willingly 
know of him, whether the Paltour'of the Flock be not the 
Governour of the flock ? If that he be (as he cannort de- 
ny ir), then, whoſoever feeds that flock is next and im- | 
mediately under. Chritt ſupream governour in Eccleliaſti- | 
cals, and the immediate head of the Chuich next to God 
for D. E. tells us that he is che immediate, and, conſe. 
quently, next ro God, the ſupream Pattour, So farewell 
to one of his Majelty's titles. - Is nort'this co be a-moſt 
affeRiovare loyer of the Kings perſon and Government, 
as he elſewhere pretended ? Bur he tells us moreover;that, 
Ta extend the polver beyond the attuall care of feeding, is a 
Notion altogether unſcripturall. Unleſs I am as farre out 
of che Way as our Authour and Animadvertour is out of 
his wits,” here is a falſe c7%$as; wherein he cakes ir for 
granted that a Biſhops care is not aCtuall, How unwarily 
doth he confound thoſe rwo rtermes attuall and Immediate 
(which laſt he wonld have ſaid, and ſo have excluded the 
Kings power from moſt parochiall congregations in Eng- 
lang) thinking] them of the ſ1me tmporc. and fignitica«. 
tion, If D., E. did underſtand what, a&#»at, meanr, he 
wonld know that a mediate care ( ſuch as Epiſcop 1) is 
likewife aGual. The word fignifyivg nothing elie than 
exiſtent apd in Act. Lee us a liccle (for iluſtration) ſuppoſe 
an owner ef a grearflock dividing chem-imto Teverall parts, 
giving them to the tuition of one Paſtor ; he diſtributing 
them tothe Care of others, 'whoſe executing of their office 
he ſupreviſech.- Will D. E. ſay that this Supraviſour: doth 
not take an aRuall care ofthe flock? or that he is not the e 
ſhepheard 
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ſhepheard more immediate to the Owner ? Or that he 
may not diſpoſe of the more inferiour paſtours pro arbitrioy 
| alwayes reſpeRting their ations and his Maſter's permiſ- 
* fop.; Or that there is the ſame -rezfon for ones feeding 

by vicegerents whom by reaſon of cheir mulcirnde and 
remotion he cannot overſee; and for anothet's depu- 
cation of feeders, whom by reaſon of their paucity and 
vicinity he may eaſily ſuryey ? I think he will not, al- 
chough his indiſcretion and maleyolence might counſell 
himto the aſserrioy, 


IIL ExCcEePerT. 


Hs A light and wnſeemly trifling with ſacred 
Writ to underſtand the words ſpokgn concerning th ſe that 

$0 net in by the door (and are therefore theeves and Robbers) of 
ſuch Miniſters as preach to (ongregations Without the Bi- 

ſhop's licenſe. Little dreams he) that they are called theeves 
and (Robbers not as preaching only to Congregations, for 
ſo they do but come in the wrong way) but) aschey preach 
our of a defigne to prejudice and plunder che true Shep- 
heard. And indeed ſuch poſtick irruptions imply ſome- 
thing of a malevolent Complexion ; and the enſuing 
practiſes of ſuch intruders haye bin an ample Comment on 
choſe preceding defignes that encourag'd chem to the' Ar- 
rempr. Bur he tels us that, 7f befiderordination there muſt 
be a Licenſe, then (1) He kyoWvs not what Ordination mean's. 
Indeed I am eafily induc'd to believe rhis latter Clauſe, 
He doth nor know, that ther's a difference berween the 
power and. che, place of Miniftration., the Capaciry" and 
the place wherein ta "execute the Capacity, © The 
| Dignity and office of feeding is confetred at Ordination, 
| but not the. power to feed, where he liſt, bur where he 
ſhould have leaye; , left he ſhould creſpaſſe upon other 
mens incloſures , and undermine and yo other pa- 

Y 


ſoars, ( 2.) Saith he, For one Miniſter of the Goſpel (for 

Certainly a Biſhop is no more ). No Certathlyy he is no more 

c then one; unleſs he had the ra faculty of : _—_ 
Cart 
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heart and a double copgue : Bur yer this one is of a more 
dilated power and pre-entinence; but what of him ? Foy 
him to ſilence kis\ Fellow*Hiniſter (But fellow-miniſtee is 
not bay! fellow well met; they are fellows in” the ſame 
funfiop, bur not in the ſame degrees of Dignity in'chat 
function ), for uo other reaſon but for preaching Without 4 
ew licenſe (A new licenſe ? pray ficlt ler them have an old 
ODe) this is an abuſe of dominian and contrary to the firſt ages 
of the Church. Thus we. mutt take gratzs D. F. being as 
farre unacquainted with primitive tranſations, as he 
ts at defiance ro ſound Reaſon. What if D E; never read 
of ſuch a practife tmthe Church, doth ic thecefare necefia- 
rily follow, that rhere was vo ſuch praftile ? Or, whar 
tf there was no- ſuch. Cultome? Are there no cultomes 
laudable, bur adequately. thoſe which decayed Aneiqui 
hath bequeathed us ? Probably, the render and 
Church could not away with" a diſcipline ſo accurate, ag 
that which «'s more Virile-conſtitution dath exaR, The 
upinquifiive humaurs of men in thoſe dayer, contented 
themliclyes in the fruicton of the Goſpel, without any pro- 
nity co Schiſm. Men being more ſedutous im perſwading 
to a down-right faith, did not then requite ſuch Cantions 
towards their preaching, as the now adays unſatisfy'd Cy- 
riohties, Whic byaſs'd-men towards difiraton, ſeem to 
Call for. 

Our Saviour ((aith our Animadyerter) filenc'd the Pha- 
riſes by ſirengeh, of Argument, which the Bifs p of Wor- 
vfeer mey.doy when be. is able. 1 confefle, he wonld have a 

ifficuk ras, and 2. E. may defye all Chriftendome upon 
the Same account, For the belt hopes in ſuch an enterpriſe 
would find unhappy fruſtcation, For they may as welt pre 
ſume to: hlence Thunder, as by tationall perſwafions to 
ftop the mouths of thoſe clamorous Prerbyterians ; who 
before they will,by a reaſanable Silence, feem to retinquiſh 
their long-fince defeated. Cauſe, will nor ſtick ro. croud 
whole. Volumes. with abſurdities; And rather then chey'l 
appeare. defticuts, of a Reply, their Adyerſary thalf hear 
elthem.in.2 E..his railing DialeR) and in-Hackfer; Rhero- 


rick, 
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to alate-Scnrriious Pamybles, Bec. | 
rick. The only way then, of filencing ſuch, muſt be by 
conſtraint. 'O bur, _—_ ſo farr . ap Silencing 
the Phariſees from Miu fo. that i diſciples 
both to axd hey hee Nh he * But ft was to obey their 
DoRtine, as { 1.) they preached rhe Law , not-as rhey 
yenred Schiſm and declared Faction, (2) Twas compara« 
tively) rather ro ſquarecheir lives by.che Phariſees. doctrine 
tnan, by rlieir praftſe that Chriſt enjoyned his diſciples; 
(3) 'Iwasto vouchſafe the Phariſees andience, 'as-rhey 
were legally amthorized, and becauſe they ſate in Moſes 


chaice : ſo that the Reaſon is of afarre different aſpett for | 


the nor forbidding of the Phariſees, and the ' roleration of 
MY" Baxter. Moreover (4) the Phariſees preach'd the 
Prophers, which Prophers difcoyered the £Hyfiab;. and ſo 
their preaching might adyance Chriſt's Kingdome: whereas 
the preaching of Nonconformiſts and ſach like, would be 
ſo farr from promoting, that it would bury-Chriſt's King- 
dome in the ruines of a diſtracted Church and a divided 
Realm, Bur bri. fly, ſince the ends-of our Saviour's role- 
rating the Phariſees are not fully known, convemiency 
ought ſomewhat more to be reſpeRted y than imiration 
in this matter, For, ſhould chere be a ſufferance of preach. 
ers, —— (wich the -Phars HC go may might 
not there — ance allowable co perſons 
0: tninift:rs, th morally 'and notoriouſly ing? 
Which thing D. EZ. himſelf (pag, 5. lm. 2.) acknow- 
ledgeth, as ſufficient ground of Silencing and ezeRion, 

I wiſh cherefore rhat D.(E,) andtherreft of his tribe if 


any be ſo ſimple. and inconfidetate x6 be: of his" Saciery) 


would remember, that #s; they ſpeake evilt of Digniries, 
ondrefiſt rhe Power which God hath ordained : ſoy they 
ſhall receive their due reward-( though no fatisfation) 
forir? As likewife for all ſuch- Pamphlers poblifh'd by 
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IV.Excevrt. 


Hu confiſtent with the Civill Peace (for as to (| 4+ Joon 
Charity be thinks the whole thing but @ letter of defiance 
againſt it) the Biſbops diftinftion is about the Att of Indem- 
pity, He Hopes bis Majeſty will in due time confider. Fox 
the Biſoop, ſaith he, « ſo hardy 4s to tell uy that though 


the King had pardoned the Corporal puniſhment; yet the Chureb 


ought not to remit the Scandall till amends \vere made by Con 
feſſion. *'Tis pirty but D, E were of his Majelty's privy 
Councell, that he might p:oye his remembrancer, Bur I 
pray, what Reaſon is there, why he who hath bin prejudi- 
ciall co the Church ſhould not make a due acknowledg. 
ment of his delinquency, before his re-admiſlion to his for- 
mer priviledges? Is there not a grand diſcrimination 
between the remiffion of a man's puniſhment, and the 
re-admiſſion into preferment? We ought to do good to 
Our enemies in forgiving private injuries, but not in pro- 
moting, them ſo long as by their non-recantation they 
ſeem ro ayow their former faR, and to maintain a poſture 
contraditory to the Churche's welfare, And how is this 
DiſtinRion tepugnantto the Ciyill Peace ? Or rather, Is ir 
not moreadyerſant thereuntoto preferre the men or forger 
the injury, when they not confeſling do adhereto their for- 
mer principles? This were for the Churchyonly to take care 
that thoſe (who are ina frong_ provevilicy of doing her 
an injity) ſhould be pur in a Capacity to effect any, of 
their defignes;. or at leaſt ro contribure to their ſecurity 
by taking no notice of them. The Church exaRting a 
Recancation reſpeRs nor ſo much their. paſt faults as their 
preſent e of Hoſtility,. But. Alas | what doth this 
word, Church, meane? Here D..E. could have wiſbed thas 
the Biſbop would have ſpoken out of the Clouds, and plainly 
told whether By [the Churh, be meant a Congregation of the 
Faithfull ; or Archbiſbops, Biſhops &Cc. 1 ſee I am miſtaken, 


forT thought that D..E, his foggy braine could have ap- 


prehended 
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to a late Scurrilous Pampblet, &c. 
prehended things ſpoken in a Cloud, berrer than thoſe 


deliyer'd in the cleer Sunſhine. Well : If Lmight preſume 
to gueſse at the Reverend Father's meaning, I would cell 


D. E. that by the word, Church, he undertiands neicher the 


Congregation, excluding Archbiſhops, Biſhops_&c. nor 
yer theſe; ablirafted from the Copgregation, but both co- 
gether, $o' rhar. D. E. (though 1gnorancly) play's che 
Sophiſter, arguing 4 bene m—_ ad malt diviſa. Hence 
*cis that he labours with a falſe Suppoſition, That Arch- 
biſhops, Biſhops &c. did exaRt a recantation , 'as perſons 
diftin&t from the Congregation ; whereas they only at 
as Chiefs, Goyernours, and Repreſentatives of the refidue 


.of the Charch or Congregation, Now if D. ZE. will 


ſay that the Congregation hath no Coercive power at all 
(as he doth afſert),then wouldI fain know, By what power 
the antient- Church excemmunicated ; whether it were 
not by conſtraint and force ? which (if, D. E, underſtands 
the word) is all one with 'Coetcive, Yea but, 

why ſhould the Church force a Recantation for ſuch things 
a the King and Parliament commanded ntver more tobe re- 
wembred? Alas man, we look nor ſo. much on the ARs of 
hoſtility already Sm and forgiven; 'a$ on thoſe 
whereunto they ſtand in a readineſle, ſo long as they 


declare themſelves, unconvinc'd of their Crimes; T know- 
that the non-conformiſis or others (who haye manifeſted - 


their aRtivicy in the late commotions) have their ations 
forgiven them ; but the remiſſion of paſt fats, doth 
nor ſecure the Church for futurity, ſo long as their non- 
recanting ſeem's to approve their precedent aQtivgs, and 
to warrant wy other proceedings ro come, ofthe ſame na- 
ture, The Church may and dothforgive offences paſt, but 
is not bound co diſpenſe with thoſe preſent poſtures, thar 
ſeem to allow the late extrayagancies, and to maintain 
the Scandall. Burt we are ask'd, What cav- more enrage meu 
to take Wild and forbidden Conrſer than to ſee preachers ſtrive 
te widen their wonnds, and contrary to their former profeſſions 
pull off the plaiſterr-which the States Phyſicians had provided 
for our diftempers * Had our Pamphleter meant this of the 

C3 Prebytayan 
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Prevbjterian fattion, the expteffions had been :appotne, 
and well applyed co their Narures.. Bur tince' bis owne 
conſtruftion , will ſcarce authorize or aſlent ro:to much 
eruch, We ſhall anſwer his Query wich another Interroga- 
tory. What then can more force a Conſtraint than to ice 
ſuch preaches as Mr. Baxter, (contrary totheir iterated 
declarations) vent ſedition, and not only widenthe wounds 
of the Church , bur eyen make them fink ? Pme ſure, 
ſuch Empiricks as theſe, deſerve a purgation, As for D. E. 
I chink him co be dangerouſly troubled with black Choler, 
for the remedy whereof he hath yomited prety largely 
avainlt che Fathers of che Church; And as ſoon as the 
humour ſhall increafe co the redintegration of his diltem- 
per, we mult expect ſuch another Eyacuation. 


V. ExCEPr. 


Ith whar irreverence doth D.E. grumble, and call 

it bold and impious, to aflert, That if to command 

an att, Which by accident may prove the occaſion of ſin, be [in- 
{#6 thew God himſelfe can command nahing ? Since, ſaith 
© ef thing which by accident may be ſinfull; may be unlaw- 
full in another to command for want of ſufficicut eAuthority. 
And ſo is eyery thipg elſe ; Though we ſhould ſuppoſe an 
Injunction utterly devoyd of Sin, either in it ſelfe or in it's 
conſequences ; yet would be unlawfull, ifproceeding from 
an unlawfull Authority. So that we ſee that D, E. never 
ſpeaks but when his Mouth's open, He gives us a very good 
reaſon, why a thing may be uplawfull, viz, becauſe 1t may 
be uolawefull, The Queftion is, Whether a thing may be 
unlawfull, as it may ocaſion fin? D.E, anſwers, that ir 
may be unlawfull as it proceeds from an unlawfull power. 
The Quzre is, Whether a thing that is fiofull per accidens, 
under that formality and eg. quod finfull per accidens , 
be lawfull to be commanded ? And he tells us, *Tis un- 
lawfull, e& q«od the Authority is uplawfull, We enquice, 
whether a command be illegitimate, becauſe the thing _— 
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manded is finful accidenrally and by conſequence ?' And he 
replies, that the command 18 iHegitimate, becauſe the Au- 
thority commanding is.ſo. Which how much it is ad Khor 
bam let any rational man confider. And. how litcle it 
impeaches the Lord. Bifpeps conſequencexthe weakelt capa- 
cicy may ſee, Still chen.ic remains unſhaken, that if athivg 
being G6nful by conſequence be ground ſufficient to rendec 
a thing uolawfull; God himſelf can command nothiog , 
lince he capnot command any thing but what may by con- 
ſequence be made lap. | 

Befides, D. E. goes againſt all rules of diſpute falling 
upon the. hypatbe/is of the Rueſtion, for (the diſpute being 
concerning his Majety)ebey fuppoſed the power comman- 
ding- to be lawfull and beyond exception. Only,our Pam- 
phleter had a mind cacitly ro hint our treaſon to us z and 
to whiſper an illegittmacyentaild onthe Kings Authority, 
and conſequently op all his edits and Mandamas's 


VL ExCEPrT. 


Cannot but think ita reaſonable and very ſolid Poſiti- 

on of the Lord Beſhop, That a» offence towhich a 4 

A > DOTY i annexed. it not to be meaſured by the 
abſtrated 2 nality of the Aft, but by the miſchirvous Conſe” 
gnences 5t may produce. Since the forfeiture ought alwaies 
ro hear proportienaothe danger » anda greater Ly 
ould be proclaimed to frare tne from ſuch ations , 
which (hough puny-and conterapiible inthemſelves) are 
attended- with - populous and: peſiilent inconyeniencies. 
ee renin Pon tL 
wore ane. Hey pdt) ye have 
me, andthere ye ſhall: bave me. In the. firlt Exception 
D. &- preſents himſclt in a grey coar » andehe;falſe beard 
of a Laich;; Butheyebe perionates another many and pre- 
tends © Divivity. Howgdoth: he make: bimſe}f av Ambo- 
dere, a> Heamapirodies of Religion; A. two. fac'd 
pamp 
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pump» hinc Angelum ferens:illine (acodemonem ? He would 
ſerve for a good polt in crofle-waies, direRing to ſeveral 
roads at once, Ineyer crook himtor any other thana Fool 
in a Play y and he to juſtifie my conjecture hath- here pro- 
duced his Coat of ſeveral colours ; I will not ſay, ic ſhews 
like Kiderminſter ftuffe. Bur this I am ſure, D. E. is a 
Linſey-Weelſcy Pamphlecer, Bur pray let's hear the reaſon 
why his Loraip's aſſeveration is falſe iv Divivity 2 viz, 
Becanſe to impoſe in the worſhip of God, as neceſſary cireun> 
ſtances of it » things confeſſedly trivial aud needlaſſe is not ju- 
ſtifiable. (1). Iwonder to what old woman D, E. was 
lately Confeſſour ? for I think none elſe would eyer haye 
made an acknowledgment that the things were trivial and 
needleſs , which ſhould be, or are, impoſed. Becauſe that 
we aſſert that things, though of ſmall moment in them 
ſelves » may have annexed to them dangerous conſequen- 
ces, therefore D. E. colleRs that we confeſſe them tri- 
viall or needlefle. Bur (2). Dothnot our Author admira- 
bly prove the falſity ofthe Lord Biſhop's poſition ? Is nor 
his conſequence ſtrong ? To impoſe things trivial and need- 
lefle is nor juſtifiable; Ergo an offence ro which a diſpro- 

rtionable penalty is annexed ; mult not be judged of by 
it's dangerous conſequences, D. E, ſpeaks nothing to the 
purpoſe, Ergo, His Lordſhips propoſition is falſe in 
Divinicy , And aRions ſhould not be 'Judged of by their 
danger, Yea bur 

Tha Church and it's peace » 1s much more endangered by the 
preſſing of ſuch things doubtful. 1 wonder who told D, EF, 
That the indifference of any of theſe things ( wiz. impo- 
ſed Circumſtances) were queſtionable or doubtful? or if 


they wete doubtful , who cold him that je was/not in the 


Churches power, or that ir was not her duty to determine 
of chem? Or that it would incurre perill by i chem? 
I ſhould rather ſuppoſe , that the nor giving men leave to 
diſſent in ſmall matters, would keep them fromcaking oc- 
cafion to cauſe a diviſion in things -of greatet importance. 
Whereas the gratifying ſome with « lictle coleration, hath, 


and would animate eichex them or others to attem 
"m again) | Schiſrhs 
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Schiſms of greater bulke and [proportion, The 4llowance 
of an inch makes many preſunie on anell. Bur I pray thee” 
(candid Reader)lend-me alictle of thy ſpleen co laugh. at. 
a pretty expreſſion of our Pamphleter, From ſuch impoſiti- 
ons, ſaith hey it follows y that:(though |Wwe ought net ) yet we 
lawfully may refuſe to ſubmit unto them. A man, it leems, 
ought not to xebell, bur yer he lawfully may rebell, D, 
&. -ought not co ſhew bis back ro the drumme head,” and 
undergoe the Laſh, bur.yet D, E. lawfully may do it,” Buc 
why may we lawfully refuſe to ſubmit ro impoſirtiens of 
this nature, viz. Becauſe our Saviour did ſo, in not waſhing 
his bands before meat ; And the Apoſtle (1 think he means Sr, 
| | Pawl). inthe caſe of Circumciſion But I conceivezour Savionr 
refuſed to waſh, not in diſobedience to the Culiome, fo 
much as to ſhew rhem the falſity of the reaſon whereon 
they buile their Cuſtome, ſ5/, Suppoſing that earing with 
unwaſhen hands defiled a niav; Which opinion our Bleſ. 
ſed Saviourrtefured by telling the Jewes, that ( not 'what 
went in, but) what came our from the man occaſioned his 
pollution, Beſides we do not read that waſhing of hands 
was catify'd by Authoricy, but only introduced by frequenc 
p:aRtiſe and tradition. So that Chriſt only ran counter to 
a cuſtome, and that will no way authorize our conrrad'&- 
| ivg ap impoſition, As for that of Sr. Paul's refuling to cit- 
| cumciſe ,, 'rwas to ſhew the abolition of that Sacrament 
| by che introdution of a new, and this is no preſident for 
non-conformilts to refuſe ſubſcription to circumſRances of 
long continuance, and of neceſſary injunftion, having nor 
| the authority of the Meſliah for the intfoduRtion of any 
new one$intheir room, Mareover We Know that St, Payl 
did circumciſe Timothy, that he might nor give occalion AR. 16. 1,2,3+ 
of ſcandall tothe Jewes , among whom he theo was: If 
then D.; F. will needs make. the Apoſile a pattern fori-' 
miration' in his nop-contarming to-an aboliſh'd Sacrament, 
and refubng. to circumciſe Tizws When he Was among the 
| Gentiles. . Iſce not but why I may with farregreater rea- 
| ſon urge his Example on the contrary, - And fince St. Paul 
being among the Jens did —— , therefore we _— 
we 
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well conclude, that amongſt Conformiſts we ovghe to 
conforme. 


a 


— 


VII Excseyer. 


He Sorites (which D. E. termesa Chayn ofconſe- 
quences) uſed by the Lord Biſhop to prove the neceſ- 
fity of iapokition, are (to ſpeake Mr. Baxter's ) 
the words of truth and Sobernefſe. viz, From diverſity in 
external rights reſulteth diſlike, thence enmity thence opp Friow 
thence Schiſm in (hurch, and ſedition in State. T be State 
net ſtanding ſecnre without the Church, nor the Church withone 
unity; nor unity without uniformity, nor uniformity Without 
ftrif# impoſition. To this D. E. anſwers, That it is a meer 
rope of Sand (A pretty good Anſwer for one that was gra- 
vell'd, Somewhat *twas that D. E. wasSangry with tt, he 
ſtandipg not well afteted to. any Rope but one of Hemp ). 
Bur he proceds : e, And the parts of bis chaine (it ſeems, a 
Rope and a Chaine are all one with our Animal : Indeed 
they are ſomething of Kin, and, ifhe proceed in his begun 
coutſes,the Chaine may chance to bring himto the Rope), 
Well but what of the parts? Why they do as Frthe hang 
togethery as Samſon's Foxes did before they were tyrd by the 
Tyles (I thought ſomething ofa Foxe was nigh, the di(- 
courſe did ſo fiink) which courſe the Biſhep bath imitated, 
not forgetting to put in even the firebrand tt ue to make np the 
Compariſon. So that this Fellow will needs make the 
Biſhops book the firebrand. Well, be ir ſo, 'The fire. 
brandcame betwixt the rwo tayles; The Lord Biſhop's 
book came between the Book of Mr. Baxter and D. E. 
his Pamphler; how eafily then hath D.E. prov'd thar 
thoſe two Iaſt were the fox<tayles, Andindree the com- 
pariſon is cloſe and genuine; finceeirherof them ave lefr 
a moſt abominable ffceir behrind'them. Yue ro prove 
the inſufficiency of his Zord/b5p's. Soriter, We are pgrefented 
with three obſermtions. © © 
hs ET (2) Thar 
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(1.) That there ought to be diverſity in external former 
ſence the Apoſt tes of the Circumcifion gave the right hand of 


' fellomſpip to the Apoſhe of the Gmntiles, What then ? Be- 


cauſe the Apoliles of the Fews, and thoſe of rhe Gentiles 
did agree; ergo» there ought to be diverſity of exterral 
forms, Scill che old coneiquences ! Yea, bur they did 
agree, Althowgh the external forms of worſbip Were far more 
different then thoſe of England. (1.) Tie enquire of D.E. 
where he heard, how he proves, or when he dream'd it ? 
(2.) Vie ask him what of all chat, though we ſhould ſup- 
poſe a difformity in their worſhip? Peradventure the 
Stare of an infant-Church requir'd it, And (though, pro- 
bably, chey did not apptove of diverſity in Circumſtanti- 
als, yet) they would not wrangle about Formalicies, leſt 
they ſhould dererr others from the Fundamentals. Buc 
now the caſe is alter'd, and a diſpenſation for recuſancy in 
Circumſtance; is ſo far from gayning others to the Funda- 
mentals that itencourageth thoſe who haye already re- 
ceived the Faith, ro che mangling of the Church, and che 
disjoyning of Chriſt's Myſtical Body, 

(2.) Hertells us, That the State may be preſery'd with- 
ext the Charch, 4 it is evident in thoſe ZOO years before Con- 
ttantine, when there was no Church at all legally (onnte- 
nanced. Scill we are troubled with agrofſe Nun-/equitar. 
As if there were the ſame reaſon for a Church newly in- 
oculated and a Church congorporated with the State; when 
che Churchzas ſuch,bears an equall weight with the Stare,as 
ſuch. Before Conffantine» though all che Church had been 
maſſacred, yet might oe compaſall Hove have ſtood, yea 
and triumphed ip- their blond; Since choſe ther Had the 
—_ Secular affaires were nor membets of che 
Ch But now When diſcrepancy of ip. Proves 
matters of faRjion:; when all thac rule in, or 10y 
the terporall Scare, mult (a8 alfo Church-members) gud 

parr of the 
ves the 


cipace and ſhare. inche.fprtunes ofone or other 

hy 'the downfall of rhe DC unayoydablyinyoly 
difl6logon of the other, So that whep ick af the 
Church, decayes in a VolumiTus ruine, the State _ 
3 0 
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alſo crack in a proportionable Emphaſis of a broken 


frame. 

3. Unity in heart and ſpirit doth not in the leaft depend 
»pon Unifermity but on charity» 1. CE. A Chriſtian and candid 
forbearance in things circumftantiall; While we agret in eſſen” 
tials. 1 admire, in what Authour D. E. rea this defi- 


nition of Charity ? we uſe to rerme it, eAmare Deum, 


ſupra omnia» proper ſcipſum ; & vicinum» eque ac noſmet) 
propter Deum. SO thac rhe part of charity looking towards 
our Neighbour, teacherh us to love him as our ſelves, bur 
fill for God's ſake. Now, whether this Charity depends 
upon nity, and conſequently on uniformity, orelſe Uni- 
ty and uniformity on Charity, will eably appear, If the 
breach of charity hangs upon diſnnion, and diſunion vp- 
on difformity ; then Charity dedends rpon nrion, and 
vnion on uniformity: But the Antecedent 1s manifelily 
tree; that the rending of the Church breaks the bonds of 
Charity, in that ir derrats from the honour of God; with- 
out which, the love of our Neighbour is no Chirity : and 
char this rending or diſumon depends on difformity, in that 
differ ence of circumflantials cauſeth heart-burnings , and 
2n'moſities, Whereupon D. E. is clearly mittaken in the 
dependance ; Charity depending on» and beipg propor- 
riod ro Unity , not Unity to Charity. But what if we 
fhould concede Unity to depend on Charity ? yer fill 
DE. is in his old nox ſequitzr. For Unity would ftil] de. 
pend (chough mediately ) on Uniformity, ſince Chariry 
(whereon he would have Unity depend) would' be pre- 
ſerved by Unifortnity, avd broken by Diftormity. D.F. 
his candid forbearance then of one another in Circum- 
Rantiats, is ſo far from being Charicyzthat ic is the infripge- 
ment of it; fince ſuch a forbearance or conniyence at 
Non-conformiſts, would, by the rendivg 'of the.Church 
(which would unayoydably follow) tend ro Gods dif- 
honour, But D. E. is not farther out in this, than in thar 
which follows : viz.” The Warrt did not «riſe from the Se 
paration, of Conſcientioua diſſenters (1 this he ſpeaks crutch, 
for tt was por Conſcience, bur Obſtinacy-counſelled them 

| | . to 
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ta diſſent) bat from the fary of unconſcionable impoſers- But 
ſure it was diflenting canſed the rigid impoling. And then 
if it muſt be Impoling that broach'd the, Warress it may 
thanke forward Dilſenting, Which ſame diflenting praftiſes 
whether they may. not produce a relapſe into their, former 
conſegiences, I would fain-have thoſe recuſants conſider; 
Unleſlg they delight in. Animokities, and like Sal/amanders 
long bath'd in flames diſguſt the influence- of a . milder. Ele- 
men. | nj: franc! 2 


VIIL ExCEyPr. 


D E. Pretends to have great inſight into the Eccleh- 
altick laws of the French and Datch Proteſtants;(And 
probably he may , for his underſtanding hath been beyond 
lea, a-long time). Bur yer he never read of any. /mpo/ition 
of flanding»ſutting» or any other poſture» at the Adminſtration of 
the Euchariſt, But yer ifthere were ſaith hez it dotb. not jur 
ftifs e our impoſition of kneeling. (1) Becauſe the queſtion 55, 
de jure, whubker it be lawfwll for them to preſcribe any one po- 
fture. D. E. might do well to ſtep over,and convince thoſe 
Churches of their -Errour, . But ow may not they: enjoin 
one particular Poſture ; ſince an Oles'and- mixture. of: cat- 
tiage at thereception-of the Sacrament is not only unde- 
cent; But (whenevery manſhall adopt to himſelf a frame 
of deportment ) they will approach the Lords Tableci- 
ther with affeCtarion, partially applauding their own judg- 
ments, or elſe with regret maligne the diffimilaty compo- 
ſure. of others... Either. .of .which are. iendera 
Man an unwotthy receiver.Beſides though ſome have mgde 
it their endeayour zo grove: the Garridge of the Apoffles 
diſcrepant from ours; Yet none ever dream'd that the 
had a plurality of poſtures,among themſelves. ( 2 ). Sai 
D..E.. None of theſe piſtires, uſd by other” Chur 

fo hable to exception) 4s kneeling, Tanſwer, thir 't 
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reverence; and Randing being nocſuch ag maple expreſſt- 
on of humility end devorion; In hare ling there ts an obli- 
garion of Decency: For coplite +ng the wnportance of 
the ordinitices 'tndthe Mijeſty-of the profob with whom 
we havero'do; I knowno teafon bn that the 'moft ſab« 
miſle and reverentid fituacton 6f the yh _ { mw 
roſcinded from an enjoynin2 powe:) be obli za 

ore chars indifcret: gn bane: arti 

But why is kneeling ſo liable co Exception? (1) Becanſe 
it varies moſt from the old form. Bz:lieve him who will ! 
Which, I pray, doth ſtanding) /tringy or kneeling more bor- 
der on diſcumbency ? But what though ir ſhould molt dif- 
fer from the old form? although D., EZ. cannot prove it, 
They ip theic demeanours conſulted conveniency ; we, to 
expreſie our devotion. Bur { 2) Kneeling bath been /mon- 
ffronſly abuſ'd by the Papifts to Idvlatry. What though > doth 
rhe abuſe of athing arguerke illegitimacy of it's uſe ? I be- 
lieve then thac D. E, never ſaith his Praters on his knees, 
Or probably he- ſaith (chem in his Nleep, becauſe waking 
praiets were'abuſ'd by Papiſts in their Vigils ; and irma 
be, this made many Presbyterians wink and pray. Or(whic 
ismoſt likely) D. E. never ſaith any Praiers at all, be- 
cauſe Papifts have made the Saints groan with their innu- 
meierable Sadplicarions, 4nd have made Pictures the ObjeRs 
of clamorous Peririons. D. Z. ſure neyer pnrs the Bible 
ro the penance ofa conſultarion , becauſe rhe moſt dam- 
ned Herericks havefather'd their prerenſions thereon, and 
have had recourſe to Scripeure for the Patronage of thei 


- 


Poſitions, 
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TY.E: complains again of the injury was dope i reyi- 
LF livg the whole body of Prechyterians for the favier of 
Mr. Baxter, apou ſuppoſition that be is « Prethjterian. Sup- 


F. 
policion that be is a Presbyterian ? Why will any think o- 


cherwiſe ? 
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555M cherwiſe? Icannot canceive bur Mr. Baxter Would repute. 
| ira Calumpy of che greateſt Magnitude ,: for any to, ex- 
clude agg of we muder nor ſuppoſe him their 

ringleader, Do not athers, (y 1$.OND OvEr- 
fancy) look on him 2 che ph cheir reelip > Caule? 
Do not all and indiRted of fe ine hougrs of the 


reſt, who ſwarve from his poſit omply not with 

| an eager ſubſcriptionto what Leys bole ſeems (though 
| D. E. wn les not to afirm it) the Age. is ugt tao Ac 
our Animadverter 


to be gull wich. an 'Av7& Tau, 
would have eyery man bear his own burden. And. (although 

he doth not expreſle ir, yer) he hath a pretty good reaſon: 
for fach 2 requetty for he knows Presbyrerians eo be of that 
ſore of Animals which is very- good ar- bearing, Ras he 
wonders s in yup Bible the Boſcey foams —— & har %% rr 1aſ- 

0 4 WHh0'e Qratr 0] men Jori etended carriage : 
os in what not lon ſay Bible, for I con- 
jeRure that he lictle troubles that) did D. E. read that a 
man might nor reprove a Whole. Society x for the reall 
miſdemeanovr of their ſuppaſed Chieftain?, Or, where 
did he find that there is reaſon to r y the phraſe — 
Crimine ab uno Diſce omnes» vpon the order of Epiſcopacy) 
becauſe of the Locd of wporceſter's dreamed. fauk ; fince 
he pretends not eo ſuch ap univerſality on, the one de, as: 
Mc. Baxter doth-on the. orher, But nat to gratifie the pe- 
tulanr and Sawcy humour of our Pamphlecrer, I would be- 
ſeech him to know that the Sentence by him rerarice is 
ſo farre from extending ta. Ni/ce emmes , that it/18: not yer 
Come ta Criming ab ung. And ND, E. 1s (0 farre from trul 
introducing tbe relt of the. Biſhops as BH thar he chat 
pat yer prov ya of them Ciimupak, - 


Hitherts D. E. rells cs nd wi 


geptions (oc rather Yu 

« inleng able mp3 (as he ER 

wok other poly 4 ky oe) (> 2.4. 
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ter. hathſowed 7 'Tis ſcarce, ſo good as Iafelix lolinm, Ic 


iv ſome kin ro hemp-ſeed, and may ip time do him a 


conrtefie in the rect,” Burthe Reaton; T ptay, why aman 
may-norin this Age ſow tares? 0, The Age # too wiſe to 


take every thing for Oracle whith the Biſhop's Paſſion ditlates. 


No, nor yer whatever D, E, ſhall proclaim ; although there 
be ſome Reaſonfor ic,” Since the Spirit in him, fpake (like 
that' of Jupiter Hanmer) out of an Image. © © 

© Vir! yer. before parting, D. Z. will give us a taſte of the 


Reverrnd Father's deep Wiſdeme. And 1 will fee how well 
his ſhallow wir will be able ro fathom ir. 


—_——— 


T.' O Aith D. E. The Biſhip declaimes ſo fierc'ly, as if be 
DF. would crath bu Girdle. Girdle ? He was reſolv'd a- 
monglt ſo much non-ſenſe to have one wo;d that was Ca- 
nonical. Bur in the ſpace doth he nor (train fo hard his rai- 
lirg vein, that he hath burſt char point wherero the walt- 
band ofhis Bcirches ſhould traſt > which makes him ſo fa- 
cily liable ro rhe Laſh ? Bur what is chat againſt which 
there are ſuch Declamations? viz. Againſt thoſe who force 
all Commmnicants to come unto ther» and be particalarly exa- 
mined before their Admiſſion to the Sacrament. And what can 
D. E, ſay againſt any mans exploding ſuch a Cnſtome ? 
or in vindication of ſuch a Praiſe ? Only this, That they 
were but examined 1nce for all; as likewiſe the Biſhop allows 
Carichifing. Bur 1 hope there is not the ſame reaſon for 
Catechizing, and for Presbyterian Examination Catechi- 
zing being a facile avd prefcribed way of informing men 
in their duty, and exhibiting ro chem a compendiovs means 
of knowing the opinion of the Church in matters of faich 
and practiſe, Whereas (1 ). Examinations, whereby Pre:- 
byterian fifred men, was many times in Queſtions unheard- 
of and peradventure ſcarce well underſtood of the exami- 
ver.” As, How tovp bave "you brew rowverted? What method 
did the Spirit' [7% ju? Converfiant "Aud a mutticude of 
Queties of thEſamie Hackte. (2'). The main thing thac 
makes thei: Examination obyiousto exception, is ; In _ 
c 
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the Miniſter had cecourſe ro his own private principles and 
Gogle periwaſion for the Queſtions he propoſed ; Inſo- 
mach that if che Anſwer were found ro.dilcover, a glimpſe 


of an opinion that ſwary'd from the Maxims of his private. 


and pick'd Church, ic did adminiſter ſufficiene Occafion 
of repupciation, Which prafiiſe how laudable ic was, let 
any (bur D, E.) judge. This D. E, thinks himſelf ingeni- 
ous when he cells us next , 7 bar the Biſbop did well this cold 
weather toi ſet up a man of ftraw » and catch bimſelf « beat 
with throfing it. 'To ſee how much che Man's miſtaken / 
Tis I have been at the pains all this while co threſh this 
man of liraw, although I have not ſweat for'c, 

2. D FE. thinks it inadyertency in the Lord Biſhops wiſh, 
T bat the Authors of all ſuch books 4s defend the Covenant Wonld 
burn them them{ehves to ſave the war 4 laboxr. Burk 
cannot enough appland che Counſell, For the Sacrificing 
and deyoting ſuch Books voluntarily co che flames, mighc 
in ſome degree expiate the Authours crimes in a burnt of- 
fering, Bur as yer | ſee no reaſon any man hath (chough 
our Famphlerecr thinks che contrary) to bawk the reperi- 
tion of che Covenant to the infamy of ſuch as perperuare 
ics remembrance, and keep the memory thereof enſhrin'd 
in thoſe unhappy ſheers, whereinchey have wrapped it's 
Apology. I would not have D. E, dread the Dilemmyz- 
rical inconveniences that would accrueto choſe who ſhould 
attempt the defence ofthat Oath. - Let him nor fear be- 
ing goared With the hornes (a8 he phraſes it) ofa Sylogs/mu 
cornutus » fincean Argamentum baculinm dork better ſuir 
with bis capacicy, But he hath a great cenderneſle for hy 
wm part of an Oath; after thas 52 is hy taken. Here 
be hints to ns chat ſome part of 'the Covenant was lawful, 
and gives a filent approbation of ſomething in that, which 
the wiidome of the Parliament wholly ditallowed, But it 
hath beex taken by thoſe who have ventured thar lives, to 
nalize their Loyalty. But have not many of them fince gi- 
ven a pregnant teltimopy how ill they have-reſenced « 
thing ir ſelf, as alſo how utcerly they dereſted that com- 
pulfive power —— themy by a ſpontane- 
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ous and unengaged cate for irs abotition ? Wherefore , 
(though D." E. like a friend, takes carefor it's peaceable 
interment chiaking 51's Apes witht bavereſted quietly better 
than have births about by the Biſnops furious breath 5 fince is | 
was burnt by publique Antberity » yet ) 1 would enquire, 
(Since T H AT which was the Cinders from whence great 
fimes had their eruption, and diſplay'd chem&]ves in a 
generalt conflagracion, is. now reduc'd to aſhes) yeby 
| thonldthoſe Volumes that have epgaged in it's patronage 

preſerve it's reliques unextin& z and gratifie the Coyenang 
ina poſthame-lite ? * 

3. D. E. Cannever enongb- commend the Biſhop's wiſdome 
in reſolving never to write agazn. And | can never ſufficiently 
applaud our P-2mphlereer," who took courage ro: defie ane; y 
which not only -(corn'dts foul his. fingers with: hin, , bur 
alſo had derermin'd not to anſwer, But rhac which D. E, | 
Ironically ſpeaks; I ſeriouſly repeats as ſeeing high wi/deme 
in hu Lordſbip's reſolve againſt writing : For why ſhould he 
orate higdaies, and walte: his Spirirs in replying to the in» 
defatigable Lungs and pens of any railing Presbyterians, 
Since he mighc acquieſce in that plenary refuration .of his FX 
derratour,and the fulſatisfation which his Lecrer contains 
and preſents co any thar ſhould enquire into his belyed pro- | 
ceedings with Mr. Baxter. And'] chink 'rbeie's none can | 
finde thereineither errour or inſufficiency (as roche marter 
it comprehends) rfleſle ſuch as are of D- Z, his ipſolent 
and pedantique hamour, which prompced him ſo magifte- 
rially to vent his Nor-ſenſe, even to the glowiog of a ſor 
ber eare; Such; Fconfelſe (if there be any ſuch ).as be may 
ery out (thouph"ridiculetly enough) her rhe Bufppr reſol- 
wed Silent reſembles” a Sthool 553 'who | after abavw ani iihe ra 
lent to another, eanningly retreats. But I houtd ſuppoſe it ra- 
ther School-boy-like ro give him a bot ontheeare; whom 
he. knows to be perempeority reſoly'd againt retaliation, « 
4nd determin'dftwrrofirite apain.: Howmoch doth this Si. 
milirnde of the Pamphlereet fpeatthe Auchor; :and fuffict- 
ently evince his underſtanding to'be Wb ferwia ?' How doth 
tis extravagant and nif ad rem treatiſe, argue that his _ | 
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to «late Seurrilous Pampblet, 8c. 
play Truane? And his yery name (viz, D. E.) import that 
is in his 4. B. (. 
Bur to ſee the vaulting and ſalacious humour of our A- 
nimadyerterin the skipping of his compariſon: frem a 
School-boy to a Gyant, If ſaith he, Geliah (he means the 


Biſhop) ſhall defy Iſrael, and retire from the field, with 


only ſhewing hu teeth. The Philiſtins will bardly thank him, 
But I ſay , that if Goliab(I mean Mr, Baxter) armed with 
a weavet's beam (though in his eye) ſhall thunder defy- 
ance againſt the King and bus Hoſt, Why may not David 
retire upon the conqueſt of his Menftrome for ? 

But (ince D. E. pronounceth it not the part of a Cham- 
pion to ſhew his teeth only and and run away ; Iwould ad- 
viſe him (when eyer he is ro engage with his Adverſary ) 
not to ſhew his teeth, bur his eares, the more formidable 
and ſcaring obxeRts by farre. Our Author haftening now 
rowards anend, will zot fand to determine whether the de- 
portment of the Biſhop may maky the reſt of the Prelates » judge 
him of kin to quickly-defeated Goliah or wot ? Neither will 
I conteſt much about it. Only D. EF. his impudence per- 
ſwades me to believe himſelf of ſome affinity with Goliah. 
For Goliab had an helmet of brafle, and our Champion's 
face is of the ſame metral, 

Hitherto I have followed the Chaſe; Bur ſince che Dra« 
gooner hath pleaſ'dto retire tothe proteRtion of his pre- 
rended honourable Patron, I ſhall leave both him and his 
Lecrer of intelligence to their Coyert, expeRing to hear 
farther the next recurn, Till when 1 ſhall preſume co re- 
treat to the Garriſon of the Readers courtelie (from whence 
I ifſlued and) where I dare not deſpaic of Security and 
Shelter, 
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